Evidence   for   Prosecution.
Arthur Chev&licr
and she kept coming to me in the sinokeroom, where I was
sitting with the door open, really keeping my eye on her as much
as possible, with the help of the maid, so that she should not do
anything foolish. 1 remember telling Major Armstrong that it
would be advisable that ho remove from his room anything like
razors, and he did so. I do not know that he removed a revolver
also, I think Lily Candy was there on that occasion. I think
she was the maid I warned to keep an eye on Mrs, Armstrong.
After October, 3919, I did not, seo her again until I was sent
for on the 19th of August, 1920. As far as 1 can recollect, Major
Armstrong met me at the station. I remember his telling me
that his wife was out of health and under some delusions—under the
impression that something she had done would bring harm to her-
self and her children. I formed the opinion that she ought to
have attention. When I suggested that she should go away from
home, and that ho should see Dr. Bincks about it, Major Ann-
strong at once went with me to see Dr. Hincks. After that inter-
view another doctor was called in, and she was taken to Barnwood.
Tt was at tho suggestion of Dr. Hincks that a second doctor was called
in. That doctor carno ,ou tho 20bh or 21st, on tho Sunday mornmg.
I got a letter written on the 29th of December from Major
Armstrong, In that letter ho says, " We keep fairly well. My
wife varies. She does not get so much rheumatism, but a
lot of indigestion, with tho resulting troubles." I do not think
(.here is anything more of importance in that letter- The next
letter from Major Armstrong was on the 2nd of January, 1921.
That letter was written from Mayfield, Hay, via Hereford, and it
says, " My dear Arthur—Thanks for your letter and good wishes.
There are no regulations as to letters at Barnwood, and as far
as I know none are opened. I think I should reply in a cheery
strain without referring unduly to the letters, "but rather treating
them aa retarding her return. I saw her last week and found her
generally better, but still worried over her shortcomings. I think
this will finish on her return home, as she has too much time for
introspection, and most of the trouble exaggerates her present
state. She thinks she will not return, and therefore dwells on
the present. As soon as I can persuade the M.O. that she can
be removed I \vill have her back, as I do not think phe will im-
improvo in the least where she is. When she finds she is really
back flho will pick up, as she is certainly physically better. It
is quite clear tho loss of power was functional and not organic,
They had-i^ call it neuritis for want of a hotter name." Then
he refers to tho weather, and so on, and it is signed, se Ever yours,
H. Rowao ArmRtirong."
I got another letter, dated 8th May, 1921, from Major
Armstrong written from Mayfield, Hay, via Hereford, in which
he says, " My dear Arthur—Onec^moro T am back—arrived home
a week a#o, and am glad to &ay am quite fit again, You would
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